Appl. No. 10/678,109 

Amdt. Dated December 10, 2004 

Reply to Office action of November 1 1 , 2004 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

This letter is responsive to the Office Action mailed on November 5, 2004 regarding 
election/restriction for the above-noted application. The claims have been amended in 
response to the outstanding Office Action. No new matter has been added by the 
amendments. 

Claims 1 to 12 as amended, are currently pending in the application. 

Claims 1 and 2 have been amended to refer to a "length to diameter ratio" to be 
consistent with the claimed range of "4.5 to 6.0". Support for this amendment is 
provided in the disclosure at page 6, line 27 to page 7 line 6. 

The applicant hereby elects Group I of the claims as classified by the Examiner, namely 
claims 1 to 4. 

This election is made without prejudice to the Applicant's right to file one or more 
continuation applications for the non-elected Groups. In addition, it is submitted that 
claims 5 to 12 as amended now include the limitations of claim 1 (since they depend 
back to it) and should therefore be considered along with claim 1 . 

Applicant respectfully submits that the embodiments illustrated in Figures 2A to 2C, 3A 
to 3B and 5A to 5D (i.e. Groups I and II) are covered by generic claim 1, since all of 
them include a resonator assembly having an elongated dielectric resonator with a 
substantially large length to diameter ratio and first and second insulative supports 
coupled between the ends of the cylindrical dielectric resonator and the top and the 
bottom surfaces of the resonator cavity. 
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Accordingly, Applicant submits that these embodiments correctly belong to one specific 
field of invention and should be examined together. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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